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Facsimile: +1-916-329-4900

Attorneys for Debtor
City of Stockton

UNITED STATES BANKRUPTCY COURT

EASTERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

SACRAMENTO DIVISION

In re:

CITY OF STOCKTON, CALIFORNIA,

Debtor.

Case No. 2012-32118

D.C. No. OHS-15

Chapter 9
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Date: May 12, 2014
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Dept: C, Courtroom 35
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T. To Can Nguyen, a resident of the City of Stockton, California (“City”) who is not listed

by the City in any of its filings as a creditor and who has not filed a proof of claim in this case,

filed identical pleadings in opposition to the City’s proposed plan of adjustment on March 3 and

March 6, 2014 [Dkt. Nos. 1276 and 1277, respectively] (together, “Opposition”). The Opposition

is little more than a rant, and City cannot discern in it any cognizable legal objection to the plan.

The City acknowledges that the Opposition states that “detailed testimony will be forwarded

later,” and will respond to such testimony if and when it is filed.

Dated: March 28, 2013 MARC A. LEVINSON
NORMAN C. HILE
PATRICK B. BOCASH
Orrick, Herrington & Sutcliffe LLP

By: /s/ Marc A. Levinson
MARC A. LEVINSON

Attorneys for Debtor
City of Stockton
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